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REMARKS, &c. 


PE Revd. Dean of Chicheſter, 
in his late Anſwer to the Lord 
| Biſhop of Bangor, has done me 
the Honour to take Notice of 


they would fairly allow him to ſuppoſe, vzz. 
Thar it has been all along a wiſe and uniform 
Intention of the Legiſlature, to guard the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Conſtitution of the Realm againſt 
all Sorts of Non-Conformiſts; by requiring 
conſtant Communion with the Church of 
England, as a Teſt of full Affection for the 
Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſhment: I therefore en- 
deavoured to ſhew, that theſe Laws have not 
in their true Intention, and the Deſign of the Le- 

A 2 giſlature, 
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giſlarure, put ſuch an evil Mark on all the 
Proteſtant Diſſenters, and ſuppoſed rheir Prin- 
ciples and Tempers ſo dangerous to the Peace 
of Church and State, that they have judged 
it unfit to truſt any Civil Power in their 
Hands. 

As the great Weight of the Dean's Vindi- 
cation lies upon this Suppoſition ; and which 
he thinks he has effectually ſupported in his 
late Anſwer : I ſhall beg Leave to give the 
World this one Trouble more, and offer my 
Reaſons why I cannot yet give into the 
Dean's Suppoſition, ' notwithſtanding what he 
has offered afreſh to confirm it. 

There are Two Things the Dean objects to 
me, (p. 8.) the One, that I do not very 
candidly ſtate the Caſe ; the Other, that 
however my Inference is ill-grounded. 

As to my State of the Caſe, I hope it may 
yet paſs for candid, when it is re-conſider'd. 
My State of the Caſe was this, That the 
Seſſion of Parliament in which the Corpora- 
tion- Act was paſſed, was opened on the 8th 
of May, 1661, which was a Year before the 
preſent Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution was ſettled 
by the new Act of Uniformity. Now, the 
Dean allows, that what I ſaid of the opening 
the Seſſion was true; but objects, the Cor- 
poration-Aft was not ready at the opening 
of the Seſſion (nor did I ſay it was) for it 
did not paſs till the 2oth of December, 1661, 
and the Uuiformity-Act paſſed the 19th of 

May 


. * r 2 — En. — N 
a _ 4.4 5 « 3 1 £ - 1 — . F wag 0 Sw, 8 : IE | * 4 5 
c | 


, % 
2 —2 2. - 2 2 * * 


[57 


May following, though it did not take Place 
till Auguſt, 1662. 

Now the Dean's State of the Caſe differs 
but very little from mine. I ſaid the Seſſion 
was opened a Year before the Act of Unifor- 
mity palied. The Dean ſays, there were five 
Months between the paſſing of the Two Ads, 
and eight Months before the laſt of them 
took Place. But for all Uſe I intended to 
make of the State of the Caſe, the Dean's 
8 Months between the Two Acts will ſerve 
as well as my own 12 Months from the 
opening of the Seſſion to the Time when 
the laſt Act paſled : So that I think there 
will be no great Difference remaining between 
the Dean and me as to that Point. 

But J fear we ſhall not ſo eaſily agree, 
whether my Inference from it be well or ill- 
grounded. My Inference was this, that the 
Corporation- Act did not require any ſuch Ad- 
herence to the new Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution 
as the Dean contends for, nor any ſuch Af- 
fection but what may be conſiſtent with the 
Principles of Proteſtant Diſſenters. 

The Dean has ſaid nothing in Anſwer to 
the concurrent Proofs I had mentioned to 


ſupport that Inference, viz. the Number of 


Miniſters then employ'd in the Church itſelf, 
the Teſtimony the King gave to many of 
them of their Affection to him, and Zeal for 
the Peace of Church and State, the Truſt he 
repos d in them by his Commiſſion ; the 

Lord 
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Lord Chancellor's Speech, and another Act 
of Parliament, ſhewing other Reaſons for it 
than that which the Dean ſuppoſes. 

But the Dean chuſes rather to inſiſt upon 
another Argument as deciſive for his own 


Sence, and therefore to be ſure ſubverſive of 


mine. ( p. 8.) That the Corporation- Act re- 
* quires the Sacraments ſhall be received ac- 


* cording to the Rites of the Church of 


England. Therefore whether the New Act 
* of Uniformity was in Being, or no, yet the 
* Old One certainly was; and Mr. Lowman 
vill not pretend, that the Proteſtant Diſſen- 


ters were readier to comply with the Old 


* Att of Uniformity than the New One.” 


To bring this Matter to as ſhort an Iſſue 


as I can: As I did not before, neither ſhall 
I now pretend, that the Old Ad of Unifor= 
mity was not in Being: Nor will I pretend, 
the Proteſtant Diſſenters were readier to com- 
ply with the 0/4 One than with the New 
One; yet I would ſtill rake rhe Liberty to 
believe, that this does by no Means de- 
ſtroy the Truth of my Inference; that, this 
notwithſtanding, the Legiſlature in the Cor- 
poration-Aft might nor require any Affection 
to our ow Eccleſiaſtical Eftabliſhment incon- 
ſiſtent with the Principles of many Prote- 
tant Diſſenters : The Reaſons why I ſtill 
believe 10, are the undeniable Circumſtances 


of Church and State, when the Corporation- 
Ad paſſed. 5 
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For though the Old Act of Uniformity was 
then in Being, yet the Execution of it was 


aldually ſuſpended. The whole Nation took 


it for granted, that A# was not to remain, 
and they looked for the New Act of Unifor- 
mity, to ſee what their Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſh- 
ment was to be. The Foot on which the 
Affairs of Religion then actually ſtood, was 
the King's Declaration from Breda, and his 
after Declaration touching Eccleſiaſtical Af- 
fairs. Mr. Collier has given us a very juſt 
Account of this Matter: He cenſures that 
Commiſſion, as carrying the Prerogative to 
an * © Extraordinary Extent. That it ſeems 
not only to reach into rhe Buſineſs of Sy- 
© nods, over-rules the Canons, and diſables 
* the Diſcipline of the Church, but over 
© and above, diſpences with Statutes to the 
* Conſtruction of a Repeal.” What Mr. Bax- 
ter ſays of the Old Laws being in Force 
againſt the Non Conformiſts, is very conſiſtent 
with this, for as Mr. Collier further obſerves, 
* + For this Reaſon it was overlooked 
at the Seſſions and Aſſizes in ſeveral Places 
in the Country, where the Diſſenting Mi- 
* niſters were indicted for not conforming, 
* purſuant to the Laws in Force; however 
* upon Application to the King and Lord 
Chancellor they were commonly diſcharg'd. 
* And thus, gencrally ſpeaking, the Declara- 
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© tion ſuſpended the Execution of the Law. 
And that ſuch was the Caſe, the Continuance 
of ſo many Non Conformiſts in the Church, 
till ejected by the New At of Uniformity, is 
a deciſive Proof. | 

The Dean has one further Obſervation to 
ſupport his Opinion. (p. 9.) That the Houſe 
* of Commons however declare it to be in 
© Force, in their Addreſs to the King, in Feb. 
© 1662-3. In which they tell him, That 
© his Declaration from Breda ought not to be 
© taken as a Promiſe on his Part to give 
© Indulgenge, becauſe he was not capable 
of making ſuch a Promiſe, there being 
Laws of Uniformity then in Being, which 
© could not be diſpenſed with bur by Act 
of Parliament. 

In Anſwer to this I would beg Leave to 
obſerve, That this Addreſs of the Houſe of 
Commons in Feb. 1662-3. was upon another 
Occaſion, ' and had a proper Reſpect to the 
New Ad of Uniformity, and when it is moſt 
certain the Old Ad of Uniformity was out of 
Queſtion. Ir may not be amils to repreſent 
this Caſe in Mr. Colliers Words. In De- 
* cember following (that is, after the gem Act 
© of Uniformity was paſſed) his Majeſty ſer 
* forth a Declaration, in which among other 
* Things he declared his Reſolution to main- 
* tain the (now) Act of Uniformity, only he 
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t ſhould diſpence with ſome Matters in it. 
Then Mr. Collier makes this Remark, * The 
* Houſe of Commons might probably ſuſpect 
© this Toleration might comprehend more 
© Perſwaſions than they deſign d ſhould be 
© ſhelter d; and over and above, they might 
be apprehenſive the diſpenſing in this Mat- 
ter ſhould carry the Prerogative roo far, 
* preſs the Conſtitution, and bear down upon 
Property and Civil Rights. And hereupon 
© it was they reſolved upon this Addreſs. 
Now any Man that conſiders that Addreſs 
in this Light, will caſily ſee it has no Regard 
to the State of Affairs before the New Act of 
Uniformity; but principally, that the King 
ought not to be preſſed with his Declaration 
any further, as they expreſs it; that is, now 
the new Act of Uniformity was ſettled: be- 
cauſe it was not a Promiſe in it ſelf, as they 
continue, but only a gracious Declaration 
of your Majeſty's Intentions to do what in 
you lay, and what a Parliament ſhould ad- 
viſe your Majeſty to do, and no ſuch Ad- 
vice was ever given, or thought fir to be 
offered. 
However, though the Houſe of Commons 
thought fir to reaſon thus when a new Act of 
Uniformity was paſſed, yet they took no 
Notice of any ſuch Thing before, during the 
whole Time that Act was in Expeci ance; and 
this is the more remarkable, foraſmuch as 
the King's Declaration from Breda was ſent 
to the Houſe of Lords, and his After-Decla- 
B ration 
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ration touching Eccleſiaſtical Affairs, was 


communicated to both Houſes in a fer Speech 


by the Lord Chancellor, as we ſhall ſee pre- 


ſently. Muſt not the total Silence of rhe 
Parliament in ſuch Circumſtances be taken as 
a tacit Conſent to the Kings Intentions in 
thoſe. Declarations, and Acceptance of them 
till ſuch Time as the State of Religion ſhould 
be further ſercled ? 


Beſides this, the Dean in puſhing his Argu- 


ment againſt another Gentleman, has the 


Goodneſs to give an undeniable Proof, that 
the Sacramental Qualification in the Corpora- 
tion- Ad could have no Regard to the old Act 
of Uniformity. For as he obſerves, ( p. 10.) 
Though the Act was made in 1661, yet 
the receiving the Sacrament was not made 
a Qualification for any Office to which any 
Perſon was called or elected before March 
25, 1663, and the preſeur Act of Unifor- 
mity took Place in Auguſt, 1662. Bur be- 
fore March, 1663, there could be no Que- 
ſtion in Law about the Qualification within 
the Meaning of rhe Corporation-Af ; as 
the Dean truly repreſents the Caſe. And 
therefore to be ſure there could be no Que- 
ſtion in Law about it by the old Act, which 
was not by his own Obſervation ſo much as 
in Being ſeveral Months before that Time. 
Having thus conſidered the State of the 
old Act, I would offer ſomething further with 
Reſpect to the true State of the new Act, Be- 


A 


G a a... 6.0 


fore it was paſſed. This will I hope alſo 


Juſtify 


Nr 
> & * — 


- 


AIC | 
wha. : * . 
* Mn 


9 +.» TIN 4 


[11] 


juſtify the Account T gave of the Corporation- 
Act, and Meaning of the Sacramental Teſt 
in it. 

Here we ſhall find, that as the King's De- 
clarations ſuſpended the old Law, they were 
given out, and generally taken to be the 
Plan on which the e Act was to be form'd, 
T ſhall alſo repreſent the State of this Caſe 
in Mr. Colliers Words, who cannot be ſul- 
pected to have given an Account in Favour 
of the Diſſenters, or to have framed one to 
anſwer any Suppoſitions that may have been 
imagined ſince his Writing. Thus then he 
repreſents it. 

* © The Presbyterian Miniſters were told, 
* The King would pur all he thought proper 
to give them into a Declaration. That 
they ſhould ſee the Inſtrument before it 
was publiſh'd, and have Liberty to report 
what they happen'd to diflike. A Copy 
of this Declaration was accordingly ſent 
them by the Lord Chancellor Hyde. Some 
little Time before it was iſſued our, this 
Lord gave Notice of it in a Spcech to 
the Parliament, in which he acquaints the 
* Houſes, + It had coſt the King many a Sigh, 
many a fad Hour, when he confidered the almoſ? 
irreparable Reproach the Proteſtant Religion 
hath undergone from the Diviſions and PDiſtra- 
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tions which have been ſo notorious in this King- 
dom ; what Pains he had taken to compoſe them, 
after ſeveral Diſcourſes with pious and learned 
Men of different Perſwafions, you will ſhortly 
perceive by a Declaration, which he will publiſh 
on that Occaſion, by which you will ſee his great 
Indulgence to thoſe who can have any Pretenſion 


from Conſcience to differ from their Brethren. 


When the Presbyterian Divines had pe- 
ruſed the Declaration, and delivered Mi- 
nutes of their Remarks to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, a Day was fixed for his Majeſty s 
peruſing the Declaration, as the Lord Chan- 
cellor had drawn it. Accordingly the King 
came to the Lord Chancellor's, with the 
Dukes of Albemarle and Ormond, the Earls 
of Mancheſter and Angleſea, the Lord Hollis 
and ſome others of the Court : With theſe 
appeared Sheldon Biſhop of Landon, Marley 
Biſhop of Worceſter, Hinckhman Biſhop of 
Salisbury, Coſens Bilhop of Durham, Gauden 
Biſhop of Exeter, Dr. Hackett, Dr. Barwick, 
Dr. Gunning, &c. On the other Side, the 
Diſſenters were repreſented by Reynolds, Ca- 
lamy, Aſh, Wallis, Mantou, Spurſtow, Bax- 
ter, and ſome others. 

* The Buſineſs of this Day was nat to ar- 
* gue, but as the Lord Chancellor read the 
Declaration, each Party was to ſpeak their 
: 
e 
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Exceptions, and after all, the King was to 


* over-rule the Debate, and ſettle the Form. 


In this ſolemn Manner the King's Declara- 
tion was ſettled and publiſhed ; and may 
| _ there- 
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therefore well be taken, for what the King 
cauſed the Presbyterian Miniſters to be told 
it was, what was thought proper to grant 
them, that is, as a Plan of the defigued Uni- 
formity. 

I ſhall omit the many Conceſſions in other 
Points, and only obſerve what was granted 
with Reſpect to the Liturgy, and by Con- 
ſequence with Reſpect to rhe Rites of the 
Church in the Sacrament. * Since we find 
* ſome Exceptions made againſt ſeveral 
Things therein (the Liturgy), we will ap- 
* point an equal Number of Div ines of both 
© Perſwaſions to review the ſame, and make 
* ſuch Alterations as ſhall be thought moſt 
* neceſlary, and ſome additional Forms in the 
Seripture-Phraſe, as near as may be ſuited 
unto the ſeveral Parts of Worſhip, and that 
it be left tro the Miniſters Choice to uſe 
One, or the Other, at his Diſcretion. And 
in Compaſſion to divers of our good Sub- 
jets, who ſeruple the Uſe of it, as now 
it is, Our Will and Pleaſurc is, that none 
be puniſhed or troubled for not uſing it, 
until it be revzewd, and effeftually reform d 
as aforeſaid. And further, Therefore our 
preſent Conſideration and Work is to gra- 
tify the private Conſciences of thoſe who 
are grieved with the Uſe of ſome Ceremo- 
njes, with indulging to, and diſpenſing 
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* with their omitting thoſe Ceremonies, Tn 
particular, with Reſpect to rhe molt ſcrupled | 


Ceremony of the Sacrament, after Mention 
of adviſing with a National Synod, it is ad- 
ded, And upon ſuch Advice we ſhall uſe 


© our utmoſt Endeavour that ſuch Laws may 


be eſtabliſhd, as may beſt provide for the 
Peace of Church and State. Provipen, 
that none ſhall be denied the Sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper, though they do not ufe 
the Geſture of Kneeling in the Act of re- 
cciving. 

Could a Nation think otherwiſe of ſuch a 
Declaration, than as a plain Intimation of 
what was deſign'd, as the future Settlement 
of the Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution. And if ſo, 
can it be abſurd to ſuppoſe, that an Act re- 
quiring Conformity to the Rites of the Church 
thereafter to be determined, (for ſuch were the 
Rites to take Place in 1663, and the only 
Rites a Qualification could regard that was 
not to take Place till that Time:) I ſay, can 
it be abſurd to ſuppoſe, a Conformity to 
thoſe Rites inconſiſtent with the Principles 


A 


La 


of many Proteſtant Diſſenters, when this De- 


claration was in Force, and given out as the 
deſigned Plan of that Act of Uniformity, 
which was to determine what the Rites of 
the Church ſhould be : When the Nation was 
given in ſo ſolemn a Manner to underſtand, 
that the then Liturgy, and therewith the 
Rites belonging to it, and in particular, the 
woſt ſcrupled Rites of receiving the Lord's 


Supper 
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Supper ſhould be reviewed, and further alſo, 
effeflually reform d as aforeſaid ? For certainly 
what was contain'd in that Declaration is not 
inconſiſtent with the Principles of many of 
the preſent Non Conformiſts, and eſpecially of 
thoſe with whom the Dean was chiefly con- 
cern d in this Argument. 

There is but one Thing more of any Con- 
ſequence as to this Point: The Dean's ſup- 
poſed Reaſon of the particular and very large 
Power given to the Commiſſioners by the 
Corporation-Act. The Dean obſerves, * © This 


extraordinary Power ceaſed at the ſame 


Time the Sacramental Teſt commenced, 
* which ſhews, TI think, for what End chiefly 
the extraordinary Power was granted, viz. 
for the effectual Excluſion of ſuch as were 
* intended to be excluded by the Teſt, or as 
he after explains it, ſuch as were juſtly ſuſ- 
* pected of Non- Conformity.“ What Streſs 
the Dean lays upon this Obſervation may 
appear from theſe Words. If his Lordſhip 
or his Friends can give better, or other 
* Reaſons for not requiring rhe Sacramental 
* Teſt of any in Office before 63, and of the 
* extraordinary Power granted to the Com- 
miſſioners till that Time, and no longer, 
I ſhould be glad to hear them; in the mean 


* While this Argument appears to me deciſive 
in this Caſe.” 
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What his Lordſhip, or his Friends may 


think fit to do in Anſwer to this Challenge, I 


cannot fay. As for my ſelf, I have not the 


Vanity to aſſume the Character of one of 
his Lordſhip's Friends, how ambitious ſoever 
I ſhould be of ſuch an Honour. But as a 


Lover of Truth, I ſhall venture to give the 


Dean ſome other Reaſons ; whether they are 
better or no, J muſt leave the World to judge. 

Firſt, It ſhould ſeem ſtrange, that if the 
Dean's Reaſon was chiefly the End for which 
that cxtraordinary Power was granted ; there 


ſhould be no Hint of it in the Clauſe that 


granted it, but inſtead thereof a very different 
Reaſon aſlignd for it. They have this 
Power (ſays the Act it ſelf F. 8.) if the 
© ſaid Commiſſioners, or the major Part of 
them then preſent, ſhall deem it expedient 
© for the Publick Safety. When the Dean 


had formerly found out the Regard this Act 


had to all Non Conform iſis, it was from anos 
ther Expreſſion, Preſervation of Publick Peace 
both in Church and State. Now if this Power 
was given the Commiſſioners chiefly as the 
Dean ſays for the Sake of Diſſenters from 
the Church; how comes it to paſs, that the 
very Name of Church is dropt in it, and 
only the general Words of Publick Safety 
given as the Reaſon of it? Were there no 
Reaſons of deeming the Continuance of ſome 
Perſons in Office dangerous to the Publick 
Safety, bur that one, not having a full Aſte- 
ion to the Eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſhment 2 Does 
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not the Preamble of the Act it ſelf mention 
one at leaſt beſides, * That the Succeſſion 
2 © in Corporations may be probably perpetu- 
2 © ared in the Hands of Perſons well- affected 
„to his Majeſty? One may well ſuppoſe 
one great Reaſon of it was to guard againſt 
Enemies to his Perſon and Government, it 
being too well known, ſays the Preamble, 
That notwithſtanding all his Majeſty's En- 
= © deavours, and unparallel'd Indulgence in 
2 © pardoning all that is paſt, nevertheleſs 
many evil Spirits are ſtill working. Were 
there then no Perſons in Corporations but 
Non Conformiſts, whom they might think 
proper to have remov'd from all Power in 
them, for the Safety of the King's Perſon, 
and Government. This ſeems to me a more 
. probable Reaſon in it ſelf, as well as more 
ſtrictly agreeable to the general Meaning of 
publick Safety, which is the very Reaſon 
2 aſſigned by the Legiſlature. 
3 Beſides, Secondly, Poſtponing the Sacra- 
mental Qualification till 63, ſeems to me a 
further Confirmation of it, viz. That as Mat- 
ters then ſtood with Reſpect to the Eccleſia- 
ſtical Eſtabliſhment, che Legiſlarure was wil- 
ling to leave all Eccleſiaſtical Qualifications 
on the ſame Foot. And that the true Reaſon 
hy they had no Sacramental Qualification 
then was, becauſe the Nation was in Expe- 
ctance what the future Rites of the Sacra- 
ment ſhould be. And that they were not 
willing to deſtroy the Hopes and Expectati- 
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ons of many, that as the Rites formerly in 


Uſe ſhould be reviewed, ſo they ſhould be 
effectually reformed. VWF 


There is yet one Thing more I imagine 


material to weaken the Dean's Suppoſition in 


this Caſe. That this Power was given to the 
Kine, who was to appoint the Commiſſion- 
ers by his own Commiſſion under the Grear 
Seal. p. 2. For the Hiſtory of thoſe Times 
ſufficiently ſhews us, That he did by. no 
Means account all Non · Conformiſts ſuch dan- 
gerous Perſons, while his own Declaration 
ſo much in their Favour, was in Being, and 
as yet in full Force. 

If it ſhall be ſaid, none of thoſe Conceſ- 
ſions were meant in earneſt; that I think 
mult carry with it a ſevere Reflection ſome- 
where, and leave no very good Character 
upon the Defigns and Actions of thoſe 
Times. For to fay no more of ir, the Man- 
ner of giving thoſe Expectations, if nothing 
was really intended by it, was at leaſt a little 
roo ſolemn for a mere Jeſt. G 

From the Corporation- Act the Dean paſſe 
to the Teſt-Adt. All that I am concerned in 
on this Head, is to take Notice of the Ac- 
count he gives of the Time when it paſſed, 
and the Poſture of Affairs then, with the Uſe 
he makes of it. This will ſhew (he ſays) 
* plainly (. 33.) what the true Intent of 
the Legiſſature was in the Teſt-A#, which 
is to be learnt by conſidering the Teſt as 


c 


an additional Security to the Laws then in 
* Being, 


Su 
Being, and not by conſidering what it will 
do by it ſelf (ingly, and alone, and in quite 
« another State of Things than that under 
« Which it paſſed, thoſe Laws being no longer 
« in Force. Upon this Foot he tells us, 
The Teſt-4# wanted not the additional Se- 
« curity of an Occafional Bill, ro make it an 
« efteQtual Exclufion of Non-Conformiſts of all 
« Sorts. * He is indeed pleaſed to allow, 
Had there been a Toleration ſubſiſting 
when the 7Teſi-At paſſed, and had it been 
« evidently the Practice of any conſiderable 
« Number of Men, to communicate both in 
the Church, and in the Meetings, there 
« had been ſome Colour for his Lordſhip to 
* ſay, That the Legiſlature, when they re- 
* quired the Sacramental Teſt, did not mean 
© to exclude all Non Conformiſts. 

In this Conceſſion the Dean is pleas'd to 
grant, That if ſuch was the Poſture of Af- 
fairs when the 7eſt- Act paſſed, as it will be 
contraty to his own Account of it, it will 
alſo take away his Inference from it ; and 
ſhew, that the Legiſlature, when _ re- 
quired the Sacramental Teſt, did not Mean 
to exclude all Nou-Conformiſts; and therefore, 
that what has been a main Point in View, 
( p. 32.) That the Occaſional Bill was meant 
to preſerve the Teſt- Act in its true Senſe, is 
no juſt Inference from it. I muſt own; IT did 
ſuppoſe, that this was the Poſture of Affairs 
when the Teſt- Ad paſſed, and inferred from 
it, (. 43.) That the Occaſional Act required 
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more than the Teſt- Ad, and was a further 
Incapacity of many Proteſtant Diſſenters , 
than the 7eſt-4F either required or intended. 
To ſet this Matter therefore in a clear Light, 
let the Poſture of Affairs when the Te- At 
paſſed be a little more diſtinctly examined. 


The late Lord Biſhop of Sarum has, in few 


Words, given us a very plain Account of it, 
in his Speech in the Houſe of Lords. He 
tells us, When the Declaration for a gene- 
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ral Toleration in 72, was queſtioned in 
Parliament, which brought on the Act of 
the Teſt, the Lord Clifford got ſome to 
move in Favour of the Diſſenters, hoping 
ic would haye provok'd the one Side or the 
other, and that the Church-Party might be 
offended with the Motion, or the Diſſenters 
with the refuſing it. It was ſtopt by Al- 
derman Love, who deſired, tho' his own 
Perſwaſion was well known, that nothing 
with Relation to them might intervene, to 
{top the Security, that the Nation, and the 
Proteſtaut Religion would have by that Act. 
In this he was ſeconded by moſt of that 
Party; ſo that the Act was obtain d in ſome 
Meaſure by their Aſſiſtance, and therefore 
it would be hard to turn it againſt them, 
—— This wrought ſo much on the Houſe, 
that they ordered a Bill to be brought in 
for the Eaſe of Proteſtant Diſſenters, in 
which little Progreſs indeed was made, yet 
to the End of that Parliament the Conven- 
ticles were held very publickly, and they 
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* never paſſed a Vote, or made an Addreſs 
* againſt chem. | | 

It appears by this, as well as other un- 
doubred Evidence, that the Diſſenters when 
the 7eſt-4# paſſed enjoyed the Liberty of 
their publick Meetings. * The Merchants 
Lecture at Pinners-Hall was then ſet up, and 
beſides others, Mr. Baxter preached weekly 
in Fetter-Lane. It is true, they had this Li- 
berty only by Indulgence, but they had Rea- 
ſon then given them to expect they ſhould 
have a Toleration granted them by Law. A 
Bill zemine contradicente was ordered for this 
End. Mr. Arch deacon Fachard has preſerv'd 
the Contents of it , which were much the 
ſame they had after given them by the Act 
of Toleration at the Revolution. In parti- 
cular they were to be eaſed from all Pains 
and Penalties for meeting together for Per- 
formance of any Religious Exerciſe. There 
are indeed different Accounts as to the Fate 
of this Bill.“ The Author of the complear 
Hiſtory of Exgland informs us, the Bill paſſed 
the Hauſe of Commons, but was thrown out 
by the Lords. But Mr. Eachard gives us an- 
other, and I believe a truer Account, ++ It 
did not go through the Houſe of Lords; 
but was not ſtopt there, as is generally re- 
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*-preſented, but only accidentally protracted 
upon Account of ſome Amendments, till 


the King cauſed the Parliament to break up 
before the Amendments could be agreed to 


* by the Commons, as appears by the Jour- 
* nals. By this Account it appears, both 


Houſes concurred in the Bill, and the Effect 
of it was only prevented by the King's break- | 


ing up of the Parliament ; who, as the Biſhop 


of Sarum obſerves, was highly offended with | 


the Diſſenters for giving up his Declaration. 


Now if this was the Caſe, I would beg 
Leave to ask, Whether the Lords and Com- | 
mons could be ignorant of ſome who were | 
permitted to hold Places, and at the fame *! 
Time to go to Conventicles before the Tolera- ? 
tion ? hen at the very Time the Teſt- Act 
paſſed, all Diſſenters had a Permiſſion to go | 


ro theit ſeparate Meetings by the King's In- 
dulgence, and the Commons had it in Inten- 


tion, and for ought appears to the contrary | 


ſo had the Lords; however, they had it un- 
der full Conſideration, to permit it by Law. 


This Poſture of Affairs fully comes up to that 
Suppoſition, upon which the Dean gives 
Leave to infer, there is ſome Colour to ſay, 
(I will venture to add there is good Reaſon |} 


to ſay) that the Legiſlature when they re- 
quired the Sacramental Teſt did not mean to 
exclude all Non-Conformiſts. Upon the whole, 


however the World ſhall judge of the diffe- } 


rent Accounts the Dean and T have given of 
the Intention of theſe Acts: The right ſtat- 


ing 


F oo ena oa ac det oe. SES 


[23] | 


ing this Point in Law and Hiſtory will be 
but a ſmall Step to a full Vindication of 
them; for (to. remind my Reader of what I 
once remarked to the ſame Purpoſe before, ) 
if all this ſhould prove true which the 
Dean has advanced as to Fact, tho' I have 
ſome Hopes he will find it will not, yer it 
will not then prove them altogether juſti- 
fable ; the Burning of FHereticks was not ſo, 
though that Guard againſt Fereſy had a 
much longer Uſe and Continuance among 
us, than the oldeſt of theſe Laws have had 
a Being; and the Dean himſelf is aware he 
has another Task upon his Hands, to juſtify 
them in Right, after all he has. attempt- 


ed in Order to ſupport his ſuppoſed Caſe in 
Fact, 
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